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r epeal b i l l , pu t i t on the floor, we did get i t o n t he
f l o or , and t hen i t was k i l l ed . So the b ody want ed to pay
back. Why? Because of political ramifications. You had
promised your people that you were goi n g t o gi v e them
property tax relief. You d idn ' t t h i nk a bout ho w you w a s
going to pay for it. Now we can't pay for i t . So we t ake
the consequences. I can assure you that my assessor worked
hard to get a lot of people to sign this statement and I
even s i g ned i t . I sai d , well , i f ev er yb ody e l s e i s goi n g t o
get it, I should get it, too, because I know I am go in g t o
pay for it. But I think it is the wrong way and I think our
counties now that are in my di s t r i c t re al i ze s t h at they
should not have it because tney do not want to r aise t he
taxes even though personally I said that is the only out,
and I wi l l han g by t hat . We cannot erode our government in
the things hat we are doing. So I am going t o s t a n d ba c k
o f t h 1 . . m n t . i o n . I t h zn k we s hould : epe a l i t .

PRESIDENT: Th a n k you , Senato r Si e c k . Th e Ch ai r i s ag a i n
going to ask (gavel) for quiet in the Chamber so t ha t w e c an
hear th e sp ea k e r s . Sen at o r War n e r .

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President, I would rise to support the
amendment. I k now the option of deferral always sounds
g ood. I t i s k i nd o f l i ke s olv in g a p r ob l e m b y having a
study, but if you don't believe yet that you will still have
the same problems next year on r evenue, no w I d o n ' t kn o w h o w
else to tell you but you will have the same problem next
year . You wi ' I h ave t h~ same problem next year. You
probably already have got the same problem next year. If
you want to defer it, maybe it doesn't make any difference
because the problem is going t o be b i g nex t yea r . I t i s
very likely to be, but if it was my choice, I would r ep e a l
it and than reenact i t n e x t ye ar i f t i mes are r i gh t bu t
don't build up people's expectations twice in a row. O n c e
w as bad enough . I d zdn ' t supp o r t t he b i l l n or t he ov er r i d e
and primarily because x t wasn't funded, not bec au s e i t was
wrong, because it wasn't funded. But do yourself a favor
and do not do it again. Repeal the act. I f it is r i gh t t o
do it next time, it can be r ei n t r o d u c e d , a nd p a s s ed , a n d
funded, and I think if you will follow that course, i t w i l l
be a much more acceptableo ne t o y ou p er s o n a l l y and much
more acceptable to the public.

PRESIDENT: The C hair r ec o g n i z e s S enator H e f n e r , a nd t h e n
Senator DeCamp, then Remmers.
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